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§645.33

years specified in the approved objec-
tive.

(Approved by the Office of Management and
Budget under control number 1840-NEW9)

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070a-11 and 1070a-13)
[75 FR 65787, Oct. 26, 2010]

§645.33 How does the Secretary set
the amount of a grant?

(a) The Secretary sets the amount of
a grant on the basis of—

(1) 34 CFR 75.232 and 75.233, for new
grants; and

(2) 34 CFR '75.253, for the second and
subsequent years of a project period.

(b) If the circumstances described in
section 402A(b)(3) of the HEA exist, the
Secretary uses the available funds to
set the amount of the grant at the less-
er of—

(1) $200,000; or

(2) The amount requested by the ap-
plicant.

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070a-11)

[60 FR 4748, Jan. 24, 1995, as amended at 75
FR 65787, Oct. 26, 2010]

§645.34 How long is a project period?

A project period under the Upward
Bound program is five years.

(Authority: 20 U.S.C. 1070a-11)
[75 FR 65787, Oct. 26, 2010 ]

§645.35 What is the review process for
unsuccessful applicants?

(a) Technical or administrative error for
applications not reviewed. (1) An appli-
cant whose grant application was not
evaluated during the competition may
request that the Secretary review the
application if—

(i) The applicant has met all of the
application submission requirements
included in the FEDERAL REGISTER no-
tice inviting applications and the other
published application materials for the
competition; and

(ii) The applicant provides evidence
demonstrating that the Department or
an agent of the Department made a
technical or administrative error in
the processing of the submitted appli-
cation.

(2) A technical or administrative
error in the processing of an applica-
tion includes—

34 CFR Ch. VI (7-1-11 Edition)

(i) A problem with the system for the
electronic submission of applications
that was not addressed in accordance
with the procedures included in the
FEDERAL REGISTER notice inviting ap-
plications for the competition;

(ii) An error in determining an appli-
cant’s eligibility for funding consider-
ation, which may include, but is not
limited to—

(A) An incorrect conclusion that the
application was submitted by an ineli-
gible applicant;

(B) An incorrect conclusion that the
application exceeded the published
page limit;

(C) An incorrect conclusion that the
applicant requested funding greater
than the published maximum award; or

(D) An incorrect conclusion that the
application was missing critical sec-
tions of the application; and

(iii) Any other mishandling of the ap-
plication that resulted in an otherwise
eligible application not being reviewed
during the competition.

(3)(i) If the Secretary determines
that the Department or the Depart-
ment’s agent made a technical or ad-
ministrative error, the Secretary has
the application evaluated and scored.

(ii) If the total score assigned the ap-
plication would have resulted in fund-
ing of the application during the com-
petition and the program has funds
available, the Secretary funds the ap-
plication prior to the re-ranking of ap-
plications based on the second peer re-
view of applications described in para-
graph (c) of this section.

(b) Administrative or scoring error for
applications that were reviewed. (1) An
applicant that was not selected for
funding during a competition may re-
quest that the Secretary conduct a sec-
ond review of the application if—

(i) The applicant provides evidence
demonstrating that the Department,
an agent of the Department, or a peer
reviewer made an administrative or
scoring error in the review of its appli-
cation; and

(ii) The final score assigned to the
application is within the funding band
described in paragraph (d) of this sec-
tion.

372



		Superintendent of Documents
	2014-08-19T09:20:54-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




